REMARKS 


The last Office Action has been carefully considered. 

It is noted that claims 1-2, 5-6, 8-14 and 17-23 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103 over U.S. patent to Weigelt in view of the U.S. patent to Bischoff. 

The claims are also rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101. 

After carefully considering the Examiner's grounds for the rejection of the 
claims over the art, applicants amended claim 1 , the broadest claim on file, so as to 
more clearly define the present invention and to distinguish it from the prior art. 

In particular, claim 1 has been amended by introducing into it substantially 
the features of claim 17, and also by adding that the optimized adjustable parameters 
are obtained and used either for indication to an operator or for direct adjustment of the 
machine or, naturally, its working units. 

The steps of obtaining the optimized adjustable parameters and using 
them for indication to an operator or for adjustment of the machine clearly define 
tangible results of the inventive method. It is therefore believed that the Examiner's 
rejection of the claims under 35 U.S.C. 101 should be considered as no longer tenable 
and should be withdrawn. 


The additional features introduced into claim 1 clearly and patentably 
distinguish the present invention from the prior art applied by the Examiner, in particular 
from the U.S. patent to Weigelt. 

U.S. patent to Weigelt indisputably discloses a method for optimizing 
adjustable parameters by means of using machine-internal and machine-external 
signals or information and to exchange these informations between a central controlling 
processor 1 and different machines. For saving storage capacity and for increasing 
data transfer speed, the patent to Weigelt discloses cooperation procedures between 
the stationary central processors 1 and movable on-board processors 8 to generate 
jointly optimized machine parameters. The patent to Weigelt however does not disclose 
any situation patterns which could be recognized and could be pre-selected for 
increasing the optimization process, as performed in the method of the present 
invention and now defined in amended claim 1. 

The patent to Bischoff is limited to a single combine and the parameter 
optimization process of it, while no data transfer between a group of combines and a 
central processing unit is disclosed in this reference. 

On page 5 of the Office Action the Examiner indicated that in 
column 6, lines 49-65 the patent to Bischoff disclosed the definition and recognition of 
situation patterns. "Situation patterns" means a description of current working 
conditions of a combine (an agricultural machine), "encoded" in machine-internal and 
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